
New York, New York February 10, 1916 Arthur Judson Brown

(XXXIX) BOARD LETTER NO. 316

To the Chosen Mission.

My dear Friends:

P. 44-45, Union Christian College at Seoul.

The Board took the following action:

“The Chosen Mission having reported that to its regret it could not see its way clear to

participate in the Union Christian College in Seoul, and having ‘asked the Board to support the

College independently of the Mission,’ the Board voted to comply with the Mission’s request. The

Rev. Dr. Horace G. Underwood and the Rev. E.H. Miller were designated as the Presbyterian

representatives on the Faculty, and the Executive Council of the Board was instructed to see that the

budget of the College for the ensuing fiscal year was made separate from that of the Mission. Action

on the expenses that are being incurred during the present fiscal year was deferred until further report

from the Field Board of Managers and the Joint Committee of the Boards as to the exact amount that

will be required.**************
(Signed)

A.J. Brown

(from bound copy entitled PRESENTATION OF DIFFICULTIES which have arisen in the CHOSEN
[KOREA] MISSION ofthe PRESBYTERIAN CHURCHIN US.A. because ofa Lack ofDefinition
between the Foreign Board and itselfconcerning their mutual responsibilities in the administration of
FIELD WORK, S.A. Moffett and J.E. Adams, editors, p. 93.

photo-copy in the Samuel Hugh Moffett collection of Samuel Austin Moffett papers. Original in the

collections of the Presbyterian Historical Society, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania)



Pyengyang, Korea February 16, 1916 Lucia Fish Moffett

Miss Julia Fish, Carpinteria, California, U.S.A. [Julia and Hester Fish were Lucia’s first cousins]

Dear Judy,-

Since Hester [Julia’s sister] told of a parcel on the way, 1 held the answer to her letter a long

time, fearing you might think the gifts lost. Then just the day after the letter was mailed, along came

the parcel - held up in Seattle with a number of others that people here had given up.

Something happened to a bunch of customs declarations, 1 believe.

And such lovely gifts! We already have the leather mat on a little stand by the Victrola, the

handkerchief is ready for a state occasion - the next will probably be a dinner given by the

community to the Korean pastors and their wives. The cushion cover which the boys enjoy most of

all is to be inducted into office this evening. Many, many thanks for all of them. 1 only wish 1 had

the least little bit of skill in my fingers. Jamie is going to know how to use his hands, the rest of this

family can’t use anything more delicate than a spade.

You should see some ofmy attempts at sewing. Can an antiquated bungler learn? That is a

direct bid to an authority on the subject to cast truth to the winds and be encouraging.

There does not seem to be much news from anywhere except that the Literary Digest

aimounces that California may supply the beans but Boston gets all the glory. That isn’t strictly true,

is it?

Mrs. Burnham is sick in bed again so 1 must go. Goodbye with loads of good wishes for the

whole family, and especially for constantly increasing strength for you and Hester.

The Woman’s Bible Institute opened this week with 625 and more have come in since, all

full of enthusiasm, eager to study. Pray for the work here. It is in a critical stage. The government

is insisting on taking over the primary schools - Seoul Methodist school dropping religious teaching

from the regular curriculum and holding a banquet at the Chosen Hotel with Japanese officials to

celebrate the event. New thought is coming in to disturb some by way of Japanese

Congregationalists and two or three of our own missionaries. Southern Presbyterians consenting to

receive the Emperor’s picture in their schools, etc. The last sounds harmless but the picture must

never be left alone day or night and if injured in any way, its guardian must commit suicide. Persons

entering the room must pay it the same honor as to the Emperor, etc. You see it really means

worship. These, of course, are not the ordinary pictures but some brought over especially by Count

Terauchi with special ceremonies.

Now 1 must go -

With love and many many thanks from all for the beautiful things from a beautiful place,

Lucia

(from the Samuel Hugh Moffett collection of Samuel Austin Moffett papers)



Somewhere in America date uncertain

but referring to Pyongyang in 1916

Patsy Bolling Reynolds

Mrs. William D.
“

Dear Bud, [her nephew]

I read in the Westminster Messenger that Rev. Samuel H. Moffett is to speak in your

church Wednesday evening. I am sure he is our Sam Moffett whom I have known since he was

bom. I want you to be sure to meet him and give him my love and tell him who you are. His

father met our party of 7 when we arrived in Korea November 4, 1 892. His father was such a

help to us poor ignorant folks. In fact he was like an elder brother to us all.

It was he who opened Pyengyang station and the great work of the U.S.A. Presbyterians

in the north of Korea. The name of S.A. Moffett (his father) will always live in the hearts of the

church in Korea. He was a great man, a great missionary and a great friend to new missionaries

& a great friend of your Uncle Will’s. We were staying in the little guest house in the Moffett

yard one spring (as guests) while Uncle Will taught in the Seminary. It was while there that

“Sammie” was bom. For some time he did not thrive, so I begged his father to get a wet nurse

for him which he did - a fine young woman, the wife of one of the seminary students - and

Sammie soon picked up, so his father always called him my boy. Don’t tell him about the wet

nurse - he might not like it - but I wanted you all to know it. I wish I could see him - to say

nothing ofhow I long to see you & yours and Julie.

[Remainder of letter missing]

(from the Samuel Hugh Moffett collection of Samuel Austin Moffett papers)



Gilroy, California September 22, 1916 Graham Lee

Dear Moffett:

In a day or two I go into the hospital here to have the glands removed from the right side

ofmy neck. This is one more attempt to make a flank movement on this my enemy. The attempt

has to be made for if nothing is done the result is absolute. If I can serve my Lord in my
suffering, then I am content and would not have it otherwise. God is good and His mercy never

faileth. I want to show that Paul knew what he was talking about when he said that a man can be

more than a conqueror. How much longer I shall have in this vale of tears I have no means of

knowing but whether my days be few or many is of little moment but the great question is to so

live each day that my Lord will be pleased with me.

With best love to everybody.

Yours till He comes,

Graham Lee

Dr. Lee died of cancer December 2, 1916 in Gilroy, California.

(this letter to Samuel A. Moffett printed in the Korea Mission Field, April, 1917, p. 90)



(LIV.) [MISSION] MINUTES, 1916

Executive Committee Report, Section 26

Academy at Chairyung. - We recommend that in reply to the overture from the Whanghai

Presbytery relative to the establishment of a Mission Academy or Braneh Aeademy at Chairyung we

express our inability to aeeede to the request; first, beeause the lack of funds and men make it impossible to

establish other edueational institutions of any grade at the present time; second, because a branch academy

caimot be legally established, exeept by applying for the same under the new Educational Ordinances; and,

third, because of the possible effect on other Mission educational institutions of the establishment of such

an Academy since it would have to be under the Educational Ordinance, and we do not approve of applying

for a permit under these ordinances at the present time. (Passed.)

(from bound copy entitled PRESENTATION OF DIFFICULTIES which have arisen in the CHOSEN
[KOREA] MISSION ofthe PRESBYTERIAN CHURCHIN US.A. because ofa Lack ofDefinition
between the Foreign Board and itselfconcerning their mutual responsibilities in the administration of
FIELD WORK, S.A. Moffett and J.E. Adams, editors, p. 122.

photo-copy in the Samuel Hugh Moffett collection of Samuel Austin Moffett papers. Original in the

collections of the Presbyterian Historical Society, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania)



(LV.)

Taiku, Korea,

LETTER OF J.E.A. TO A.J.B.

October 7, 1916 James E. Adams

(In reply to a letter from Dr. Brown to certain individual members of Educational Fed. Senate asking their

judgment as to the possible Christian character and influence of the Seoul College if established with a

permit under the Revised Ordinance.)

Rev. A.J. Brown, D.D., 156 5* Ave., New York City

My dear Dr. Brown:

The papers which I enclose relate to your letter of July 23, 1916, enclosing a copy ofyour letter to

Dr. North relative to the adoption of the Seoul College Hojin [incorporation]. In this cormection, please refer

to my letters of April 26“’ and July 26, 191 6. The present letter is a personal one. On the receipt of your

letter mentioned, assumed that it was sent to me as the Secretary of the Senate of the Educational Federation,

and took steps, accordingly. Subsequently, however, question was raised on this point. Your
communication did not seem to be clear. It was addressed to the Presbyterian representatives on the Senate,

and stated that official communication would come through Dr. North. It said that your letter was for their

information, but it did not prefer any definite request for action. Therefore, while the object of your letter

seemed clear, when some objected that no direct request had come to bodies for official action, the statement

could not be gainsayed, though the object of the letter seemed clear from the Board action quoted in the

enclosure.

I will relate the development of the matter since my letter of July 26“’, 1916. I went carefully over

the papers received from Dr. Avison and it seemed evident that the information was not sufficiently explicit

on several points of importance, and that also questions of interpretation might very easily be involved. I

therefore wrote to Dr. Avison again, asking particularly for further information and to Mr. Usami, the official

head of these matters. You will find these in the enclosures. I may say that my letter to Mr. Usami was

written before receiving Dr. Avison’s letter of August 7“’, 1916.

The papers were sent around to the members of the Senate and a special meeting called for the

evening before the meeting of the Federal Council. At this meeting objection was raised by the

representatives of the Southern Methodist Mission that no direct request for official action of the Senate had

come to us from the Board. Your letter did not represent a request, but explicitly said that official

communication would come through Dr. North. Those who were in favor of the College were opposed to

any action being taken; those who originally were opposed were loath to take any. So, as there was no direct

request, as the hour was late and it would not be possible to meet again during the Council sessions or

immediately after, as Mr. Usami had not been heard from, it was decided to leave the matter over until the

regular meeting on the 1
9“’ of October. Meanwhile we would hear from Dr. North and Mr. Usami, and

perhaps yourself The Senate finally agreed to recognize the request as coming from the Presbyterian

representatives on the Senate to whom you had written.

The next morning the Executive Committee of the Federal Council met. I was the only

representative of our Mission on it. I brought the matter up. After considerable consultation it was decided

that it was not a matter for the Committee to take up. No request had come officially to the Council. If

Presbyterian representatives to whom the letter had come wished to bring it up on the floor it would be

entirely proper. Having done this in the two bodies, I felt that I had done my full duty, but Dr. Avison,

anticipating action by the Council on the basis of your letter, I suppose, had sent the same documents to the

Council Secretary, who brought it up, and the matter was referred to a special committee, on which both Dr.

Avison and myself were appointed. In the committee the same position was taken - the proper way to come
before the Council was for some one who had received the letter to bring it up. I stated what I had done in

the Executive Committee, and frankly said that 1 had done all I was disposed to do. The letter had been
addressed to other Presbyterian representatives on the College Board of Managers as well as to me on the

Senate. I would not father it in the committee. Dr. Avison said as frankly that he was opposed to the
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Council taking action; that he thought that if the Board wanted information they should have sought it from

the men they had put in charge of the institution, and that he had written you to that effect. Finally the

Committee reported, and it was adopted by the Council (I quote from memory), that as regards the

communication from the Presbyterian Board which has come before the Couneil relative to the Seoul

College, the Council is of the opinion that the judgment of the missionary body can be much better

ascertained through the Missions than by the action of their representatives in the Council.

It was also felt by some, I think, that it was not a function of the Council to pass upon the character

of institutions already established and being operated by some of its constituent bodies, and that the Council

was already on record as to the general question. The same spirit seemed manifest as appeared in the Senate

- an entire disinclination on the part of all parties to enter into the question. A perusal of the enclosed

correspondence will make some reasons manifest.

The Mission representatives on the Senate, in making their annual report to the Mission, refer to the

matter. It will be found in Section 3 of the report in the Minutes which have been sent you. As stated

therein, I question very much if the Senate at its October meeting will consent to give any definite answer to

your question. Nor can it be blamed. As I stated in the Senate, and in my letter to Dr. Avison, and as

abundantly evident in the enclosed correspondence, “The College question was a past issue. The College

was established. But the history of the question was such that we could not go into the question now

presented to us and give it such a thorough investigation as the rendering of a conscientious opinion made

necessary without laying ourselves open to misinterpretation and criticism that would not be just.” And so

long as the properly constituted field authorities of the institution were strenuously opposed to such

investigation, it was not proper for us to pursue it.

So much for the progress of the matter to date. When the Senate meets on the 19* inst., if further

action is taken I will communicate it to you.

2. On the basis of the last statement in Dr. Avison’s letter of September 1 1*, 1915, 1 presume there

can be no objection if one who feels that he has gone very thoroughly into the matter, and has done so with

an open mind, earnestly desiring to find something that would save the general cause and entirely willing to

follow it, and yet has come to a different conclusion, should state his conclusion and the reasons for it to you.

Indeed, in view of the relation which I have held to the general educational problem in the country as

affected by the Government ordinance, I feel it incumbent upon me to do so. The Missions in their

Educational Federation have for the past few years placed upon myselfmore than on anyone else the

responsibility of seeking a way out for them in the general situation. The burden of it has been upon me
constantly. At the same time, I will be frank to say that the Seoul College proposition has not been of

particular interest to me in itself, but it has been in its very important relation to the general situation. It is

principally in that relation that I have followed the present investigation, and come to a conclusion with

regard to it. With two very enlightening conversations which I had with Dr. Avison in Seoul, one at the time

of the Federal Council, and one at the beginning of our Aimual Meeting, and now with Mr. Usami’s letter, it

may be fairly said that all the necessary information is in, and that the situation is entirely clear. I wish to

say that this view is wholly a personal one. At the same time I may also say that, in my opinion, it represents

the large majority of the missionary body of the country. That, however, is only my opinion.

Two views may be taken with regard to the Seoul College proposition under the regulations with the

Hojin and the accompanying documents. Both are tenable. It depends a good deal on what one has in mind

what one is working for, and the individual judgment as to which view one takes.

The first is:

The Hojin charter declares the Christian character and purpose of the institution and conserves this

character for the future by guaranteeing only Christian managers and instructors.

The curriculum offers six regular departments of instruction, one of which is religious instruction

with the Bible as a recognized and permitted text-book.

It is true that religious instruction cannot be given in the other departments, but it is a question if it

is desirable. The requiring of Bible study by all students is a debated question even in American institutions.
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and here the Bible instruction of this department will be open to the students of all other departments who
may desire to take it. In other words, it will be permitted as a regular elective department for those who wish

to take it regularly, and a possible outside optional for all others. It may, therefore, be made open to all.

What more could be expected or asked under the regulations?

The second view is; The Revised Ordinance in the point of the separation of education and religion

covers all grades of schools from primary to college, and is equally drastic for all. Some provision, however,

had to be made for Bible institutes and schools of theology - some place found for them in the system. This

was done in the College or Semmon Gakko [Japanese word meaning “special school”] section; and they may
be either separate distinct schools as our Bible Institutes or the Seminary at Pyeng Yang, or they may be a

separate distinct department in a more general institution. (This last, in myjudgment, is probably a result of

the Seoul College negotiations.) You will remember that in my letter of July 29'*', 1916 in conjecturing the

grounds of the granting of the department, I set this forth as one hypothesis, and said that it might go through

on that basis, under the regulations for the Semmon Gakko section. In my first conversation with Dr. Avison

I pressed this point, and he himself said that he thought that this was the basis on which it was granted. Mr.

Usami’s letter makes it perfectly plain.

Nevertheless, it must be carefiilly kept in mind that the authorities, while granting this Semmon
Gakko (special school) of religious instruction in the institution, have rigidly quarantined it off in its own
comer. They have applied the regulations on the point of religious instruction to all the other departments

with the same rigidity they have applied them in all the lower schools where this sort of arrangement is

impossible. In five departments out of six, according to the ordinance, no chapel exercises can be held, with

the students of the institution as such. Five-sixths of the institution, as such, is as strictly secularized as is

the Severance Medical College under its new Hojin [incorporation], or the Methodist Pai Chai School.

Whatever privileges of religious instruction the students in other departments are accorded, are accorded

them not as students of the institution but in the capacity of their “outside the institution personal liberty.”

The institution in all its parts is established under the full concession by ourselves, and the full regulation of

the Revised Ordinance on the particular point of the separation of religion from education in private Mission

schools .

Two points need to be considered: one is the outworking of the arrangement in the institution itself;

the other is its effect upon the outworking of the more general question and situation in the country. The

latter I consider so far the more important of the two, that the temporary, or even permanent, fate of an

individual institution is not to be given great weight in comparison. This the Southern Presbyterian people

believed when they closed their Soon Chyen Boys’ Academy, and this also our Mission believed when it

closed the Syen Chyen Girls Academy; and these were a question of existing institutions, not one of

voluntarily opening a new institution.

As regards the outworking in the institution, I can prognosticate no better than another, but I confess

I do not see any particular prospects of accomplishing what I take to be the determining purpose in the

establishment of the College. My idea of that purpose is that the Boards proposed securing larger

Christianizing influence in higher education than what the Board conceived the existing Mission institution

gave; reaching out for a much larger proportion of non-Christian students - bright young minds of the people
- and training them in a thoroughly Christian institution, with thorough Christian instruction. And because

this purpose could be best accomplished in Seoul, the institution was located there. I do not give so much
weight as some to the mere declaration of the purpose of the College and the guaranty of Christian

instructors. There never was any real question on either point. Both would have been conserved in actual

practice, whether in the Hojin or not. The real point is, as relates to the purpose of the institution, that it is

strictly forbidden as an institution to formally or statedly apply any religious pressure as instruction or

exercises in five-sixths of its curriculum, or what will doubtless be far more than five-sixths of its general

student body. What the ordinary student is privileged to get must be entirely outside of his regular

institutional work, and sought out by himself This is not in a technical institution but in a Mission
institution for higher general education. To me the accomplishment of the purpose of the institution seems
dubious.
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As to the result upon the more general question and situation in the country in its outworking, I

believe that here my feet are upon entirely solid ground. Please go back to my last underlined statement and

read it again. Read the paragraph.

The institution in all its parts is established under the full concession by ourselves of the particular

point of the separation of education from religion in Mission schools. It matters not that in this particular

institution the incident of its being classified as Semmon Gakko [special school] enables it to have a

Department of Theology; the principle is as unquestionably applied here as anywhere below and the

principle is as unquestionably accepted on the part of the Boards. Moreover, the official position of the

Boards founding the institution, and the dominating position which it is publicly proposed to give the

institution in relation to the Christian education of the country, leave us no grounds either for waiting,

hoping or trusting during the next nine years left us. We have hung ourselves with our own hands in the

noose which is offered us, without ever waiting to see whether by ten years of God’s grace He will give us

better things.

This is not simply or primarily a question of tlm and now . Far above and beyond any question of a

single or immediate institution is the larger question of the birthright of the FUTURE CHURCH OF
CHRIST IN KOREA to Christian education. It is that question which we hold. No excuse of pressure is put

upon us. The authorities are not constraining us to establish the college. We do it voluntarily, gratuitously

of our own seeking, and as voluntarily accept the conditions for it. For the immediate accomplishment of

such a single thing shall we sell the possible whole future of the CHURCH? Forgive me, if heat seems to

creep into what I write. I am writing with the tears running down my face. I cannot contemplate such a

thing. To say that this proposition helps on the solution of the general situation is to have one’s mind so

fixed on the single thing that the perspective is lost for all else.

After the second explanation and conversation which I had with Dr. Avison in Seoul he asked me
what my position would be. I told him that it would depend upon Mr. Usami’s answers to my questions.

That letter has now come, and it is perfectly clear. There has been no budging on the vital point. Dr. Avison

thinks the College management has done well in view of the regulations . I agree with him heartily. They

have done very well in view of the regulations . But they have not done well enough by a long ways to

warrant the institution’s establishment under the new Ordinance.

Indeed, my whole point is this, and it is a point to which I have returned, more strongly convinced

than ever of its soundness, after carefully searching through the whole Seoul College proposition. It is

impossible to help the present general situation through negotiating for any new institution now. Such

negotiations, based as they must be, upon the Revised Ordinance, can only further compromise the present

situation, only make it more difficult - only make it more uncertain of its future outworking. The present

Administration has so thoroughly committed itself that it will not, it cannot, alter its position. The only

possible course of hope to pursue is to refrain from any advance which will compromise us, keep quiet and

wait. The drift in Japan toward more liberal things is so strong that no administration can block it. It will

come, and it will come here. Ifwe can content ourselves to refrain from compromising forward steps, to

occupy only what we have which is freely granted us, to stand in faith and wait, we will save true Christian

education for the future Church of Christ in the land. Otherwise we sell it out, exactly as the Methodists so

sold it out in Pai Chai School.

In the present instance we sell it out for what, to my mind, is no more than a mess ofpottage. I

presume that you are acquainted with what the educational proposition really is in the Seoul College. I

myselfwas not. I ran across it in my investigations for the Senate. A number of others did also at the time

of the Federal Council meeting. As I think that no chances should be taken on your acquaintance with the

facts, I give them.

Oriental students cannot carry educational courses quite so fast and cover the ground so well as

western students. It arises from their social system not being so far advanced to start with. Still the best

single basis of comparison is the number of school years involved. Please compare as given below.
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8 grades 4 High 4 College 3-4 Univ.

American System / / -/ 20

6 grades 5 Middle 3 High 3 or 4 Univ.

System in Japan / / / 18

4 grades 6 H.C. or M. 4 P.Y. College

Mission System in Korea -/ / 14

4 grades H.C. or M. 3 or 4 Seoul Col.

Gov’t System and Seoul / -/ 11-12

College in Korea

The authorities required the Seoul College to admit graduates from the government Higher Common
schools to its first year. Prof. Takai, the head teacher, and whom Dr. Avison says was the principal go-

between with the authorities in the negotiations, told me that the authorities were very determined to keep all

the College courses down to three years, and that it was only after much negotiation that they were able to

get consent to have two of them extended to four years. You can count from the above to where this will

carry the end of the college course. In two courses it will carry it through the ordinary preparatory school in

America. In four courses it will not carry this far. Students must be taken at the end of what would be our

grades in America and put into the mathematics and physics and applied chemistry departments. Two-thirds

of its courses will only carry one year higher than some eight Mission Boys’ academies scattered all over the

country, including our J.D. Wells Boys’ School in the same city, and the remaining two courses only two

years higher; while its best courses lack two years of equalling the Pyeng Yang College and all the rest lack

three years. This is the institution as a higher educational proposition. To secure it we voluntarily accept a

charter that concedes the whole principle of secularization for Mission schools.

That this setting forth of the situation is in its essential points the position of the Presbyterian

Missions of the country also seems clear.

The Southern Presbyterian Mission, at its meeting last summer, after the Bible Department

concession was known, voted to make permanent its previous participation in the Pyeng Yang College and

fully cooperate. The Canadian Mission at its meeting in the summer, after hearing Dr. Avison’s presentation

of the matter, passed the following:

“That, in view of the possible effect on our Mission schools and the whole educational situation in

Korea, we do not approve of applying at present for a College charter under the new educational ordinance.”

Our own Mission, having defined its relations to the College last year, did not feel called upon to

take direct action, but its position is made sufficiently clear in Sections 12 and 26 of the Educational

Committee’s Report passed by the Mission and which has already been forwarded you.

I think this completes such presentation of the matter as I have to give. I trust that in the Board’s

consideration and decision of the matter you may be given very clear guidance from above.

Believe me, with affectionate remembrances.

Yours in the Service,

James E. Adams

(from bound copy entitled PRESENTATION OF DIFFICULTIES which have arisen in the CHOSEN
[KOREA] MISSION ofthe PRESBYTERIAN CHURCHIN US.A. because ofa Lack ofDefinition between

the Foreign Board and itselfconcerning their mutual responsibilities in the administration ofFIELD
WORK, S.A. Moffett and J.E. Adams, editors, p. 122 - 127.

photo-copy in the Samuel Hugh Moffett collection of Samuel Austin Moffett papers. Original in the

collections of the Presbyterian Historical Society, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania)
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New York. New York October 27, 1916 Arthur Judson Brown

In Re: Death of the Rev. Dr. Horace G. Underwood.

To the Chosen Mission.

Dear Friends:

The lamented death of the Rev. Dr. Horace G. Underwood occurred Thursday, the \ 2
'^

instant, while

I was absent on a tour among some of the western Synods, so that I did not learn of it until my return the 14'*’.

The news was a great shock, for while I was aware of course that his condition was serious, 1 had no idea

that the end was so near. But he had failed rapidly since I saw him some weeks before. I immediately

cabled the aimouncement to Seoul and that you promptly received the message we know from the answering

cables which Mrs. Underwood soon began to receive. 1 now enclose a sketch which I have prepared for the

records of the Board and for a few friends of the family. 1 earnestly hope that after Mrs. Underwood has had

some time for rest she may be able to undertake the preparation of a biography, although I am not so sure

about this for as you know her own health has been far from good for a considerable time. I have no doubt

that articles will be prepared by various members of the Mission and I shall be grateful to the authors if they

will send me copies of anything that may be published in this way.

The funeral services were held in the Lafayette Avenue Presbyterian Church of Brooklyn Sunday

afternoon the 1 S'*", conducted by the Rev. Dr. Charles C. Albertson and assisted by the Rev. Dr. George

Alexander, president of the Board, and Bishop Harris of Seoul, who was in the city at the time. The

interment followed in the family lot at Upper Durham, New Jersey. Unfortunately, the son Horace, for

whose return Mrs. Underwood had cabled sometime before, did not arrive in time and he learned the sad

news by a wireless message to his steamship on the Pacific Ocean. A memorial service is to be held in the

Lafayette Avenue Church of Brooklyn Sunday evening November 5'*’, at which Dr. Alexander and I are to

make the addresses.

Mrs. Underwood is now, and will be for some time, at the home of her brother [in-law], Mr. John

Underwood of Brooklyn. She is holding up marvelously well, considering the tremendous strain which she

has been carrying for a long period and the heavy sorrow through which she is passing. We can imagine

what tender memorial services are being held on the field.

All hearts have been made very solemn by this great bereavement and surely it should bring us

nearer to God. My personal relations with Dr. Underwood through many years have led me to feel his

departure very deeply and I realize that many of you who are still closer to him, and his relatives most of all,

must feel far more deeply than 1.

Sincerely yours,

Arthur J. Brown

Enc.

(from the collection of the Presbyterian Historical Society, Philadelphia, PA, documents of the Board of
Foreign Missions - Korea records)



New York, New York November, 1916 Samuel

THE BIBLE IN KOREA

“The BIBLE itself has of course been

pre-eminently the greatest factor in

evangelization— as it is in all

countries. But it has certainly occupied

a rather unique position in the work in

Korea. The Korean church derives its

power, its spirituality, its great faith in

prayer, its liberality, from the fact that

the whole church has been, as it were,

saturated with a knowledge of the

Bible. The Bible Study and Training

Classes constitute the most unique and

most important factor in the

development of the Korean church.”

— Dr. Samuel A. Moffett, ofKorea.

(from the Bible Society Record, American Bible Society, Vol. 61, November, 1916)



Pyengyang, Korea November, 1916

TEAM WORK IN PYENG YANG

Lucia Fish Moffett

Our two classes for October, 1916, have closed; two hundred and ninety-one studied in the first,

one hundred and twenty in the second. We women draw a breath of relief when the latter, or Workers’

Class, is over, for these are the women who give their time to visiting needy villages and holding classes.

We meet those from our assigned territory and arrange the schedule for the year.

Now cold weather has come, the outside of the house has been made beautiful with a nice new
coat of mud, but the inside is forlorn without the moksa [pastor]. This is true of most of the homes here.

Some, where the children are old enough or can stay with a neighbor, send both father and mother out to

help the country churches. Even the children are eager to do their share during the present scarcity of

workers. Those in the dormitory hold a Sunday-school in “Pigville”; a little girl of thirteen, Mary
Swallen, has for two years taught the primary class in her mother’s Sunday-school. Though it means
Saturday afternoon spent in study, she says: “There is no one else to do it and you couldn’t let those little

things just run around anywhere.!”

Our great difficulty is the lack of women workers. The Methodists, with about one-fifth of our

work, have twice as many single women. So Miss Doriss is this year trying to spend a day with each

church instead of holding six-day classes. She can at least gather the women, find out some of their

problems, encourage and counsel them; then perhaps leave a few pictures cut from magazines to brighten

their dull little mud houses. Wouldn’t a picture pasted on the wall mean a good deal to you if the only

other adornment was a huge cage-like affair of yellow paper suspended from the ceiling to hold your

husband’s hat?

In a near-by village, where we hope to hold several long classes, the only resident church officer

has a house of two rooms. Here the visiting missionary or Korean pastor must be entertained. So one

room, six by six, is vacated by the family of five people; the missionary’s cot is put in diagonally across

the tiny room and there are still two comers left for him. But what about the other room? Dr. Moffett

asked about the possibility of providing better quarters.

“Yes, we could sell this house for three and a half dollars, and twelve and a half more would buy
a nice one.” Yet how utterly impossible for that man to save enough in years to accomplish this! Often

the amounts needed are small - twenty dollars will buy a hill which will enable three families to farm and
support themselves instead of starving; fifteen dollars will buy a cotton machine and make another family

independent; three and a half dollars a month will support a girl at school; a few dollars will buy work
embroidered at the girls’ school and enable more girls to support themselves by making bureau and table-

scarfs, underwear, table linen, cushion covers, Korean bags, etc.

Children cannot enter the regular schools under eight years. Recently one of our Korean pastors,

distressed at the number of unkempt children hanging around dirty alleys, asked Mrs. Bemheisel if she

would let them have some material left in her box if they gathered the little ones into a kindergarten. Mr.
Reiner would give them a room in the temporary Academy building and two young married women,
seventeen or eighteen years old, with accommodating mothers-in-law, had promised to give their time.

She assented, though the supply was small - and a few weeks later was told that school was running with
an attendance of ninety. They have a few pairs of scissors, a little paper and a full supply of fingers for

counting.

Not long ago, our American ambassador, Mr. Guthrie, passed through here on his way to China
on diplomatic business. Our most patriotic little “foreign children,” as all but Koreans and Japanese are
called here, felt that they were not only upholding the honor of the American nation, but almost visiting

the land they looked upon as home, though some have never seen it. They walked the two miles to the
station and held up three big flags as the train came in. Then a verse of the “Star Spangled Banner”
brought tears to many eyes. Those strains found their way to every American heart, representative of the
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nation and commoner alike.

That may sound tinged with regret or longing. But, on the other hand, how often we have the

privilege of listening to a huge audience singing in harmony, “Jesus Loves Me,” or one of the other old

hymns. Even the old missionaries feel the thrill still when they see the peaceful faces under the white

head-dresses of these women, bom into a world peopled for them with myriad devils, a world of hate,

deceit and dirt. We sometimes wonder, when debts are not paid or a church officer begs that a woman
who cannot graduate from Bible Institute be given a paper “to look like a diploma,” whether the renewing
of their souls may not be a little like that of their houses, just a coat of mud. But when we see young
girls giving their watches (we have two which we do not know what to do with), men and women giving
two or three months’ salary toward a new church building, others taking long journeys on foot and
spending several weeks in Bible study, giving many days of service in their own or other villages - we
feel humbled before them.

(from Woman ’s Workfor Woman, New York City, Vol. XXXII, No. 2, February, 1917, pp. 28-30)



(LVI.) LETTER OF A.J.B. TO J.E.A.

New York, New York December 5, 1916 Arthur Judson Brown

The Rev. James E. Adams, D.D., Taiku, Chosen (Korea).

My dear Dr. Adams:

In addition to the former letters from you, which I acknowledged shortly after their arrival, I have

since received your letters of July 29“', October 7“’ and 23'“, and November 8“* and 9“’. We also received the

copy of your letter ofAugust 1
9“’ to the Senate, with its voluminous enclosures. All of these letters bear

upon one or more phases of the perplexing educational situation, and I held them until the Board could take

up the matter and make some decision. This would have been done earlier, except that we were very

desirous of having all possible opinions from the missionaries on the field and, as you and Dr. Avison and

Mr. Reiner were the only ones from whom we had letters on the subject since my letter of last June, we

continued to wait from week to week in the expectation that more would come.

I am very much surprised that you and Dr. Avison should have understood my letter of June 25*'

“To the Presbyterian Representatives on the Faculty and Field Board of Managers of the Chosen Christian

College and the Senate of the Educational Foundation,” as intended either for the Senate or the Federal

Council. The letter was not addressed to either one of these bodies, with which our Board, as such, has no

official connection; nor did the letter state that Dr. North would send “any official notification to these

bodies.” The intention was simply to emphasize the consideration that my letter was to our Presbyterian

missionaries alone and that if any official word were to go to the Senate or to the Council, it would, of

course, come from Dr. North and not from me.

At the meeting, June 22"“, called to consider the Hojin [Incorporation], I urged that as the Hojin

apparently indicated an effort to make some adjustment with the authorities regarding the terms on which a

mission institution can be conducted under the new regulations and as it might be considered a precedent in

making future adjustments with other mission institutions, the missionaries on the field ought to be given an

opportunity to express an opinion as to its adequacy. This was agreed to. The point was made, however,

that a letter of inquiry should not be addressed officially to the Mission as the Hojin is only for the College,

and at the Annual Meeting last year the Mission asked the Board to deal with “the College independent of

the Mission.” It was therefore suggested that I should address the letter to “The Presbyterian

Representatives on the Faculty and Field Board of Managers and the Senate of the Educational Foundation.”

These were understood to be Drs. Baird, Moffett, and Messrs. Whittemore and Sharp and yourself for the

Senate, and Drs. Underwood, Sharrocks, Avison and Mr. Miller for the Faculty and Field Board of

Managers, nine brethren in all, representing different parts of the Mission and including some of its most

trusted leaders. As they would, of course, show the letter to others, this method would offer opportunity for

any opinion that they desired to send, either collectively or individually as they might prefer.

Of the nine thus addressed, six replied; namely, Drs. Avison, Sharrocks, Underwood and yourself

and Messrs. Miller and Whittemore; five ofthem strongly advising the adoption of the Hojin. We decided,

however, to wait for the arrival of the Minutes of the Annual Meeting of the Mission in order to make sure

whether the Mission as a whole chose to take any action. When they came, they showed no reference to the

College Hojin, although, as the Board’s action states, my letter calling attention to the fact that the whole

missionary enterprise in Chosen will be affected by the decision that is reached was in the hands of several

members of the Mission, including your own, and your letters and Mr. Reiner’s show that this was the view

of the question taken on the field. The Minutes indicate that the Mission acted upon other aspects of the

educational regulations, but that it was silent upon the specific question now at issue, namely, “whether the

proposed Hojin for the Chosen Christian College affords sufficient relief to warrant adopting it.” Some here

have laid emphasis upon the fact that the Mission made no objection to the Hojin when it could have done so

if it so desired and that of all the missionaries on the field who must have known of this, only two, you and
Mr. Reiner, wrote against the proposal.
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This illustrates the difficulty and embarrassment of handling matters of this sort in conformity with

the Mission’s action of last year asking “the Board to make arrangements to operate the College independent

of the Mission.” These adjustments dovetail into and affect the whole missionary situation in ways which

make it awkward and injurious for the Mission to stand aloof; and if it continues to do so, it simply deprives

itself of a voice in matters in which it should have a voice and on which the Board would be glad to have it

express an opinion. We delayed action on the Hojin for the specific purpose of giving the missionaries such

an opportunity, and we naturally regret that they did not avail themselves of it. Perhaps the majority will be

glad that the Board has taken the action that it did; but if they are not, we are sure that they will do the Board

the justice to remember that it desired the judgment of the missionaries, that it sought that judgment both

from those on the field and from those on furlough, and that, in spite of pressure for prompt action, we held

up the whole matter for over five months while waiting for some opinion from the field.

I may add that in order to make sure that the members of the Board and of the Executive Council

should have all the missionary opinions that were accessible, I caused mimeographed copies to be made of

all the correspondence that arrived after my letter of June 22"‘‘. Most of the letters were copied in full,

including yours and Mr. Reiner’s. 1 also quoted the actions of the Mission on the Severance Medical

College Hojin and the proposed Chung Ju Academy. This correspondence was mailed in advance to each

member of the Board so that he might read the original documents for himselfand be able to form an

independent judgment.

The enclosed report of the Chosen Committee and the Executive Council was presented to the

Board at its meeting December 4“', and, after long discussion, was adopted. The report itself states the

considerations which led the majority to feel that the Hojin offered substantial concessions which materially

modified the fears that had been entertained. Please note, however, that this is simply the vote of one Board

and that official notification on behalf of the Joint Committee of the Boards to the Field Board ofManagers

will come from the Rev. Dr. North, Chairman of the Joint Committee, after he has received the votes of the

other Boards. I am simply sending you and Mr. Reiner this letter unofficially for your information as to what

our Board has done, because you two men are the only missionaries on the field who wrote me on the

subject, except Dr. Avison, to whom I have sent a copy of the report with a brief covering letter.

Sincerely yours,

A.J. Brown

(from bound copy entitled PRESENTATION OF DIFFICULTIES which have arisen in the CHOSEN
[KOREA] MISSION ofthe PRESBYTERIAN CHURCHIN US.A. because ofa Lack ofDefinition between

the Foreign Board and itselfconcerning their mutual responsibilities in the administration ofFIELD
WORK, S.A. Moffett and J.E. Adams, editors, p. 127 - 129.

photo-copy in the Samuel Hugh Moffett collection of Samuel Austin Moffett papers. Original in the

collections of the Presbyterian Historical Society, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania)



Report of the Chosen Committee and the Executive Council Regarding the Proposed Hojin

for the Chosen Christian College.

December 4, 1916

June 19“' the Board received a copy of a document entitled the Hojin (Incorporation) which was

submitted, through the Joint Committee on Education of the Boards having work in Chosen, from the Field Board

of Managers of the Chosen Christian College; this document having been drawn up by the Managers in Seoul,

after informal conference with Japanese officials, for submission to the Boards at home, with the understanding

that, when approved by the Boards, it would be officially approved by the Japanese Director of the Bureau on

Education. The Board referred the Hojin to a Committee consisting of the available members of the Board and

the Executive Council. This Committee met June 22"“, ten members of the Board and all five members of the

Executive Council being present. In view of the fact that the Hojin represents an effort to reach some mutually

satisfactory arrangement with the Japanese Government-General regarding the relation of the regulations on the

separation of education and religion to mission schools, and the further fact that whatever is arranged for the

College will probably be deemed of significance in the determination of educational problems affecting other

Mission institutions in Chosen upon the expiration of the ten-year period of grace given to institutions which

were in existence when the regulations were promulgated, the Committee and the Council felt that the

missionaries had a right to an opportunity to be heard on this point which had not been under discussion hitherto.

Five months and a half have now elapsed since Secretary A.J. Brown’s letter to this effect was mailed to

the field June 23"“, and during this time the Annual Meeting of the Mission has been held. Only three

missionaries on the field have been heard from in reply to that letter; but, in response to requests for the opinions

of those on furlough, eleven members of the Mission now in this country have written, so that we have letters

altogether from fourteen missionaries written after the receipt of Secretary Brown’s inquiry. These replies show

no consensus, but, on the contrary, a wide variance of opinion. The Minutes of the Aimual Meeting of the

Mission show no official action regarding the Hojin of the College, although Secretary Brown’s letter, calling

attention to the fact that “the whole missionary enterprise in Chosen will be affected by the decision that is

reached” was in the hands of several members of the Mission, including the Rev. Dr. J.E. Adams, who was

elected secretary, and letters from individual missionaries show that the writers took this view of the question.

The Mission by affirmative vote, specifically approved the Hojin for the Severance Union Medical College,

whose provisions regarding religious teachings are substantially the same as those of the Hojin for the Chosen
Christian College. The resolution stated that the Mission considered that “a Medical College stands upon a

somewhat different plane from other mission institutions of higher general education with regard to religious

instruction of the general student body,’’and the Mission declined a request for the establishment of an Academy
at Chung Ju, “since it would have to be established under the new educational ordinances, and we do not approve

the applying for a new permit under these ordinances at the present time.” But upon the present question as to

whether the purposed Hojin for the Chosen Christian College affords sufficient relief to warrant adopting it, the

Mission expressed no judgment.

As we are now in possession of all the information that we are likely to get from the missionaries and as

we are being pressed for a decision, it appears desirable that the Board should come to some conclusion without

further delay. The Committee on Chosen and the Executive Council therefore met November M"". Secretary

Brown had sent mimeographed copies of the correspondence in advance to all the members so that each one
could read the original documents for himself before the meeting. Three alternatives were considered:

The first alternative was that the Board unconditionally adopt the Hojin and proceed with the College:

the second that the Board hold that the way is not clear to approve the Hojin and to proceed with the College; and
the third that the Board approve the Hojin and proceed with the College with certain explanations and
interpretations which should be stated as matters of record, so that there could be no doubt as to the basis on
which the acceptance might be given. After considerable discussion it was voted, although not without
misgivings on the part of some, to recommend to the Board the third alternative, and the explanations and
interpretations which we have in mind may be stated as follows:

The Hojin evidently indicates the desire of the Japanese authorities to give to the College as large a
measure of religious freedom as they deem practicable under present conditions, and, while it does not provide
for all the liberty in teaching the Bible and in conducting religious services that we have long enjoyed in Chosen
and Japan, as well as in other fields, we gladly see in it a proof of the cordial readiness of the officials to
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recognize the Christian character and purpose of an educational institution conducted by Mission Boards and an

integral part of their Christian effort in Chosen. The Japanese authorities doubtless feel that they have made

considerable concessions in response to the earnest requests which have been made by the representatives of the

missionary enterprise, and, having this fact in mind, as well as the interests of the other mission institutions in

Chosen, it appears wise to accept the proposed advanced ground in the friendly spirit in which it is offered, rather

than to subject all concerned to the embarrassments and hazards that might be involved in declination.

In order that our understanding of the Hojin, which is essential to the recommendation that we shall

make, may be a matter of record we note that Article II, which provides that the “object of this Hojin shall be to

establish and maintain this college in accordance with Christian principles, and Article IV, which provides that

“managers, officers and members of the faculty and all the instructors must be believers in and followers of the

doctrines contained in the Christian Bible,” cannot be amended except “with the sanction of the proper

authorities,” which, of course, include the original parties to the adoption of the Hojin, namely the Japanese

Government-General and the Mission Boards. We also note that Articles VI and VII provide that two-thirds of

the members of the Hojin are to be chosen by the Missions of the cooperating Board and the remaining one-third

of such “Christian Japanese subjects as these missionaries shall elect,” so that the entire membership of the Hojin

remains under missionary control; and that Articles XVIII and XIX provide for the possible dissolution of the

Hojin, and the reversion of the property and the proceeds of its sale, to the original donors or their successors, so

that the cooperating Boards, after due notice, may withdraw their missionaries and financial support if at any time

they should become convinced that the College is not sufficiently Christian in character and influence to justily

support as part of missionary work in Chosen. Furthermore, we have the very important and welcome statement

of the Honorable K. Usami, Director ofHome Affairs of the Government-General, in connection with a letter

dated September 22"^, which he gave to Dr. O.R. Avison, V ice-President and Acting President of the Field Board

of Managers of the College, that “there will be no restriction for students as to the free studies of religion if they

do it quite apart from the regular curriculum.” We therefore understand that the College will be free to teach the

Bible and to conduct religious exercises on the College premises separately from the curriculum prescribed by the

Government, and either before or after the hours devoted to it, as we are informed that the Pai Chai Boys’ School

of the Methodist Episcopal Church is now doing.

As Article VII stipulates that the cooperating Boards shall make a fixed annual grant for current

expenses, and as the growth of the institution, the fees of students and future gifts and endowments will probably

call for changes in this sum, we assume, of course, that these sums will be subject to changes from time to time as

later circumstances may require.

With these understandings the Committee and the Council recommend that the Hojin be approved as, on

the whole, and in view of all the circumstances, the most practicable present adjustment of an admittedly difficult

problem, and that provided the Jaidan [Foundation] Hojin [Incorporation] be accepted by the Japanese authorities

and that the Scholastic Charter permitting a Bible Department to be established be granted, we proceed with the

College in cooperation with the other Boards.

We have pleasure in reporting that the $52,000 gold for new property indicated in Article IV in the Hojin

as the share of our Board is more than covered by the pledges of two gentlemen of $50,000 and $25,000,

respectively, both of these gentlemen having renewed their pledges since receiving copies of the Hojin.

(from bound copy entitled PRESENTATIONOFDIFFICULTIES which have arisen in the CHOSEN
[KOREA] MISSION ofthe PRESBYTERIAN CHURCHIN US.A. because ofa Lack ofDefinition between
the Foreign Board and itselfconcerning their mutual responsibilities in the administration ofFIELD
WORK, S.A. Moffett and J.E. Adams, editors, p. 129 - 131.

photo-copy in the Samuel Hugh Moffett collection of Samuel Austin Moffett papers. Original in the

collections of the Presbyterian Historical Society, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania)


